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AGENDA FOR EXAMINER INTERVIEW FOR S/N 10/700,803 

The 102 Rejection of Claims 1-41 over Nelson. 



I propose amending Claim 1 to recite, "displaying a menu listing a plurality of potential 
responses on the display of the communication device, said responses being employed 
by the user to communicate with the remote party; and displaying at least one additional 
menu on the dispiav of the communication device upon selection of a response from a 
currently displaved menu, which together with the original menu form a hierarchy of 
menus used to construct a complete statement when selected responses from each 
menu displayed are played bacl< in the sequence they were selected: and 
upon selection of on e of th e two or more responses used to construct said complete 
statement by the user employing the user interface of the communication device, 
accessing a pre-recorded voice snippets corresponding to the selected responses, and 
transmitting a playbacl< of the accessed voice snippets to the remote party over the 
communication link". The added language is for the most part from Claim 2, which would 
be cancelled. Similar language would also be included in independent Claims 29 and 38. 
Claim 41 would be cancelled. 

Nelson does not teach the foregoing statement construction feature. Granted, the 
Examiner contends in the OfTlce Action that Nelson teaches this feature at Col. 7, lines 
30-47 (in the context of Claim 2). This portion of the Nelson reference reads: 

"A user views a conversation representation as illustrated by block 35 in FIG. 3, and 
makes selections about utterances which are to be voiced over the telephone. In an 
embodiment, conversation representation 31 may be icons having text labels as 
illustrated in FIG. 7. A Conversation Element 33a associated with conversation 
representation 31 is stored in an utterance data store 33, that when selected are 
retrieved and submitted to an audio generator 34 to produce the output signals 
needed for the telephone connection. An audio-to-phone connector 35 provides this 
electrical connection. A telephone-to-user connector 30 allows the user to hear both the 
conversation generated by the system and other users. In an embodiment, a telephone- 
to-user connector is an earpiece. A switchable (switch 37) audio input 36 allows a user to 
voice directly into a telephone when appropriate. A stored data extractor 32 converts data 
stored in other formats (e.g., PC calendar entries, address books) into a format suitable 
for audio generation", (emphasis added) 

Clearly, Nelson is teaching a scheme where audio is generated and transmitted for each 
selection made by a user. This is not the claimed statement construction feature that has 
the advantage of allowing a user to build statements using a set of hierarchical menus. 
When such a statement is built, only then are the multiple selected responses (two or 
more) forming the statement accessed and transmitted as audio. 

As such, it is believed the proposed changes to the claims overcome the cited rejections. 



